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FEZ ENAL :LECTION Al Westcott

COMM Box 492
OFFICE OI;:%%FE"ML Oje, Catifonia 93024
Retha Dixon, Docket Masager May 11, 2008
Foderal Election Commission I MAY 20 A i 31

999 E Street NW, Washington, DC 20463
RE: Foreign Nationals Contributing 10 Cliston Presidential Campaign
Ms. Dixon,

This letser will acknowiedge my receipt (on May 10, 2008) of your letter duted Agxil 30, 2008, (including the 6 page FEC
brochure entitied “Filing a Complaint™ which was in response 10 my origiaal letter to the Federal Election Commission
('FEC™) dmted April 10, 2008. Your Apxil 30, 2008 letter mischasacterized mey lotter as 2 “complsint™ when, in fact, my
letter was merely a notification of a poteatial viclation of foderal, law and a call for the FEC to investigate the matter.

1 should point ost 10 you (hat my Apsil 10° letter was not, 80 use your torm, & “complaint”. In fact, | conld not find the word
“complaint” ia nay lotier st all

Truth be told, the FEC itseif has put my letter into the legal “complaiat™ category and thereby chose 10 apply what someone
at the FEC belicves to be applicable law.

The purpose of this letter is twofold.

First, this letter restates, in its entirety, my April 10, 2008 letter thet informed the FEC of a $2,500,000 illegal campaign
cootribution made t0 Senator Hillary Clinton by a foreign astional, specifically British musician Sir Eton Joha.

The second purpose of this letter is 10 - place on public recosd - my opposition 1 the FEC's application of the requirement'
Maﬁ-’-mhnawm-dmu’mmdmmhnm

As stated in your Apxil 30 ietter, “The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as awended and Commission Regulations
reguire that the contents of a complaint mest certain specific reguirements. One of these reguirements Is that a complaint be
sworn 10 and signed in the presence of @ notary public and notarized.”

It is unconscionsbie thet the FEC (whether through siatuie or nof) requires citizens to have a notarized snd “gworn 0
statement when bringing a viclation of foderal campaign law before the FEC for action.

As stated in your Apxil 30 ictier, “We regret the incomvenience that these reguirements may couse you, but we are not

statutorily empowered 10 procesd with the handiing of & compliance action wniess all the siatutory requirements are fulfilled.
See 2US.C. pp 437"

The requirement for a complaiat to be sotarized pleces sn wdo, unnecessary and poteatisily unconstitutionsl burden on a
citizen Foliow this with ms. Notaries Public hare in California charge $10 for their seevicss. Obviously the requiremest for
Notary services adds a fisancisl componest 10 the pursuit of open government that is inhereatly cost prohibitive for many

Further, the six page “Filing a8 Complaint™ brochuse you forwanied 10 me states it the “griging! Somplaint) must be
subwitied along with three copier”.

‘The FEC has a 2008 budget of $60,395,006, (a net increase from the FEC 2007 budget of $3,257,036, or 5.7 percent) and 1
believe taxpayers would be astonished (o find that the FEC cannot affond 0 mske theee copics of a lotter. I we do the math
we see that thres coples of my “compiaiat”, that is thece pages @ $0.021 (Niic more than two conis) per page would be a
grond wtal of 90.063, that is, lific mose then six conts. Mose then sixiy-meillion dollars as 2 2008 budget sad the FEC cannot
afford six conts? As a matier of curiosity, whess ase those fiwee copiias seat?

' undin2US.C.pp437g
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Having deslt with other foderal government ageacies (the Federal Communications Commission, the Senste Ethics
Commitiee, the Foderal Trade Commission, the Exviroamental Protection Agency, the Food and Drug Administration, and
the Departmont of Veterans Affhirs among others) on matiers of foderal lnw viclations, this is the first time [ have beea made

© ‘jump through hoops® by (1) submisting sssltiple copics of 2 complaint and (2) paying moncy ©0 3 Notary in osder for s
federal agency to take action ageinst those who violate foderal laws.
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When does that 13 day refiting period begin?

Is it 15 days from the date of my initial complaint (Agxil 10, 2008)?

Is it 15 days from the date of your letier 1o me (Apeil 30, 2008)?

Is it 15 days from the date ] received your April 30, 2008 letter (May 10, 2008)?

It took you 20 days (until April 30, 2008) to sespand to my April 10* lester.

1 did not receive your April 30" response umtil 10 days later.

I believe you can cloarly wnderstand my coafusion 28 %0 whea the “clock began ticking™ on the 13 day refiling period.

Given the above clusive “15 day period™, 1 anticipste your next letier telling me that the FEC will not procoed with my
complaint doe to a “time-line’ deficiency.

Finally on this issus, the Federal Election Commission is charged with investigating aliegations brought agsinst politicians
for violations of fodoral campaigs laws. 1 is not in the best interest of the Rule of Law that allows these ssme politicians fo
cresie laws, specifically 2 U.S.C. pp 437g, that requires citisoss to py money in onder bring a complaint againet them.

This cozy amangement whereby politicians make the laws reganiieg the manuer in which complaints are filed against them is
nuch akin (0 the provesbial fox being stetutorily empowered 10 be in charge of the hen howse.

It Is with the fox, hens sad rofien oggs in the hen howso in mind thet 1 heve “swors 10°, solarized and resubmitted my original
complaint. Aad I kave done so i triplicate!

Now, as 90 may original complaint.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
The following waderiined statoments represoats the entirety of my origiaal letter dated April 10, 2008:

N
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making conpaign conicibations o Amexican politiciens sad their political campalens.

Theee can b no dosbt thet Elion John's parfirmence wes & fand raiser o axhiblied by the svests of the ovening incleding the
fllowing on-stese comments mads by Ehon Johs during the pecfirmance.

Ougtieg Eliog John,_“T've aliveys b ¢ ilery sumpevter. There i ae ene ey guaiified to load Americe.”
T amened bv e mbasvaintc stiindes of some of fhe pecnle in this country. And I aev (o hall vk G ... Liove vou
e, Dl ke fhare fov you.”

This lstter calls for the Federsl Election Cossmission o investigate this matter.

Lanticipate & thmely investioation sud response.
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NOTE: All of the above data, information, claims, and statements regarding the participation of Seastor Cliston and Sir Ellon

Joha in the viclstion of federul campuiga lews arc made with iy parsonsl ficst hend knowisdge and based on wadisputable

and undenisble fscts as widely disscminsted in the news media, inclading, but not Hmiied 10, dissemination by FOX News,

MSNBC, The Los Aagpies Times, The Washington Post, The New York Times, CNN, C-SPAN, The American Broadcasting

Compaxy (ABC), e Natiossl Broadossting Company (NBC), Columbia Broadossting Service (CBS), The Christion Science
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agencies.

1 hereby sweer aad affirma that 10 the best of sy personal knowledge the comtents of this complaiat are trus and accurate.

Subseribed and swern 1o belore me on this 12* day of May, 2008.

—————



